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Delta Fish and Game Advisory Committee Position 
Statement on proposals restricting Non-Resident 
Hunting Opportunity 
 
 
 
Due to the large number of proposals (109-117, 162-170) that are being submitted to the 
Board of Game restricting the opportunities for non-resident hunters, the DAC would like 
to issue this statement of our collective remarks on these proposals. 
 
The Delta Advisory Committee, after researching and reading information on the 
contribution that non-resident hunters make to our state,  the actual numbers of animals 
harvested compared to residents and the revenue generated by this small number of 
hunters, we do not see any reason to try and further restrict non-resident hunting 
opportunities in Alaska. There is no evident biological reasoning to restrict the season 
lengths, give resident hunters earlier access or place quotas on the number of non-resident 
hunters. 
 
Our AC recognizes the level of scientific surveying and sampling we have now come to 
expect in order to provide the information needed to make sound biological decisions 
regarding management of our game species.  This research activity is expensive and paid 
for mostly by nonresident hunters.  Nonresident tag sales have been in decline since 2000 
and passing these proposals, very likely, will cause further decline in nonresident hunter 
participation and, consequently, in our ability to properly manage our game resources.   
 
The vote of the DAC on this letter is 9 in favor and 1 abstention  
 
 
Delta Advisory Committee 
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Delta Advisory Committee vote on Proposals 
Jan 16th, 2013 

 
 
Proposal# 47, Motion and 2nd 9 apposed 1 abstain,  No reason for a guide to be required 
for this hunt. 
 
Proposal #62 Reauthorize Antlerless moose hunt in unit 13 
10 in favor unanimous 
 
Proposal #64, Motion and 2nd, 10 in favor with stipulation that hunt be once in a lifetime 
consistent with other youth hunts 
 
Proposal #69 Motion and 2nd, 10 opposed, Harvest quotas need to be based on biological 
data not personal wants 
 
Proposal #71 Motion and 2nd, 10 opposed, Lacks rationale for support 
 
Proposal #74-78, 80-83, Motion and 2nd, 10 in favor, Not opposed to brown bear baiting 
if the Department deems it necessary to support ungulate populations 
 
 Proposal #79, Motion and 2nd, 10 opposed, No need to change current regulations 
 
Proposal #84-85, Motion and 2nd, 8 opposed 2 in favor, DAC does not support state 
funded predator control on private land 
 
Proposal #86 Motion and 2nd, 10 opposed, Buffer zones do not keep animals contained 
and no biological reason to implement them 
 
Proposal #87 Motion and 2nd, 10 opposed, No motorized vehicles should be allowed at 
all. 
 
Proposal #88Motion and 2nd, 10 in Favor 
 
Proposal #89 Motion and 2nd, 10 opposed, No special interests seasons need to be added 
here. 
 
Proposal #92, Motion and 2nd, 8 in favor, 1 opposed and 1 abstain,  
 
Proposal #109, 110,111,112,113,114,115,116,117, Motion and 2nd, 9 in favor of the DAC 
position statement on non-resident hunting (refer to page 1) which opposes these 
proposals, 1 abstain 
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Proposal #108, Motion and 2nd, 10 opposed, No need to take management tools away 
from the Department 
Proposal #118, Motion and 2nd, 8 opposed 2 abstain, no reason to add regulation. 
 
Proposal #119, Motion and 2nd, 8 in favor 2 abstain 
 
Proposal #121, Motion and 2nd, 10 opposed, No biological reason to limit wolf harvest 
 
Proposal #123, Motion and 2nd, 10 in favor 
 
Proposal #124, Motion and 2nd, 10 in favor 
 
Proposal #125, Motion and 2nd, 10 in favor 
 
Proposal #126, Motion and 2nd, 10 in favor 
 
Proposal #162, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167, 168, 169, 170, Motion and 2nd, 10 in favor 
Refer to DAC position statement on limiting non-resident hunters 
 
Proposal #171, Motion and 2nd, 9 in favor, 1 abstain, Refer to DAC position statement 
on limiting non-resident hunters 
 
Proposal #173&174, Motion and 2nd, 10 opposed, Let the Department decide if the 
control methods need to be changed. 
 
Proposal #175, Motion and 2nd, 7 in favor, 2 opposed and 1 abstain 
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Delta Advisory Committee vote on Statewide Game 
Proposals 2013 
 
Proposal  #177, Motion and 2nd, 6 in favor, 4 abstain 
 
Proposal #180, Motion and 2nd, 10 in favor 
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Fairbanks AC Comments on Southcentral Region Proposals 
 

Regional and Multiple Units 
 
Proposal #162                       Action: Oppose 
 
Description: Open resident sheep seasons seven days before nonresident seasons for the 
Southcentral Region Units 
 
Discussion:  The Fairbanks AC vote on this proposal was 3 For, 7 Against, and one 
Abstaining. 
 
Those testifying against this proposal indicated that during BOG hearings last year there 
was testimony from Joe Want and Wayne Heimer that the sheep population is not in 
danger—that there are plenty of sheep for both residents and non-residents, and that 
based on the research those two have done, they do not support a resident preference. 
They also, pointed out that 70% of the revenue for the Department of Fish and Game 
comes from non-resident tags, through Pittman-Robertson funds.  
 
Those testifying for the proposal indicated that Alaska is the only Western State that does 
not give a clear preference to the Resident hunters for this State’s big game resources. 
They felt that the non-residents would still be allowed to hunt under this proposal (just 7 
days later), thus ensuring no loss in revenue to the State and/or big game guides. They 
also testified that the earlier start date would ensure a higher quality hunt for resident 
hunters. 
 
Proposal #163                        Action: TNA due to action on #162 
 
Description: Open resident sheep seasons seven days earlier than nonresident seasons for 
the Southcentral Region. 
 
Discussion:  Fairbanks AC vote was unanimous. 
 
Proposal #164                        Action: TNA due to action on #162 
 
Description: Open resident sheep hunting seasons five days before nonresident seasons 
for Southcentral Region Units. 
 
Discussion:  Fairbanks AC vote was unanimous. 
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Proposal #165                        Action: TNA due to action on #166 
 
Description:  Open resident hunting seasons seven to ten days before nonresident seasons 
for Southcentral Region Units. 
 
Discussion:    Fairbanks AC vote was unanimous. 
 
Proposal #166                         Action:  Oppose 
 
Description:  Open resident hunting seasons seven days before nonresident seasons for 
Southcentral Region Units. 
 
Discussion:    The Fairbanks AC vote was 3 For, 7 Against, and 1 Abstaining. 
 
Those testifying against this proposal pointed out that due to subsistence, Tier I and Tier 
II hunts, the residents of Alaska already get many earlier start dates than non-residents, 
especially for species like deer, moose and caribou. They felt that this proposal was just 
too “broad brushed”. Additionally, they felt that there would be a significant loss in 
revenue to the State due to the loss of Pittman-Robertson funds, generated from the 
purchase of  big game tags by non-residents.  
 
Those testifying for this proposal felt that all Alaska game resources belong to Alaskans 
first, and therefore Alaskans should get a priority for those resources, as every other 
Western State does for it’s game resources. They pointed out that Pittman-Roberson 
funds would have to made up in higher tag fees for everyone, just like every other 
Western State does. 
 
Proposal #167                        Action: TNA due to action on #166 
 
Description:  Open resident hunting seasons 10 days before nonresident seasons; allocate 
90 percent harvest to residents; remove guide requirements, and increase tag and permit 
fees for Southeast Region. 
 
Discussion:  The Fairbanks AC vote was unanimous. 
 
Proposal #168                        Action: TNA due to action on #169 
 
Description:  Limit drawing permits to 10% for nonresidents in Southcentral Region 
Units. 
 
Discussion:  The Fairbanks AC vote was unanimous. 
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Proposal #169                           Action: Oppose 
 
Description:  Allocate 90% of drawing permits to residents for Southcentral Region hunts 
and exclude nonresidents in hunts with less than ten permits. 
 
Discussion:  The Fairbanks AC voted 4 For, and 7 Against this proposal. 
 
 Those testifying in opposition to the proposal felt that, if passed, this proposal would 
have a large impact on guides, guided hunts, and the resultant large reduction in the 
income generated by non-resident tag fees and the associated matching Pittman-
Robertson funds. There was some testimony that a large percentage of residents, who do 
draw tags, do not hunt and/or use those tags, which is why the Department must offer a 
large number drawing tags for a particular hunt, to assure the take of a small number of 
target species. They felt that that was not the case with non-resident hunters—that, if 
drawn for an Alaska hunt, nearly 100% of them actually hunt that species. Additionally, 
there was considerable testimony from both sides in this issue, that Alaska needs a 
Preference Point System, as most Western States have and that would solve many of 
these issues. 
 
Those testifying for this proposal felt that the Alaska game resources belong to Alaskans 
first and therefore Alaskans should have a priority over non-residents for that resource. 
They also felt that if this, or a similar proposal, was implemented, it would produce a 
higher quality hunt for both residents and non-residents. 
 
Proposal #170                              Action: TNA due to action on#169 
 
Description:  Limit Dall sheep drawing permits to 10% for nonresidents for the 
Southcentral Region. 
 
Discussion:  The Fairbanks AC vote was unanimous. 
 
Proposal #171                              Action: Oppose 
 
Description:  Develop a permit allocation formula for second degree of kindred hunters in 
Units 14C and 15. 
 
Discussion:   The Fairbanks AC vote was unanimous in opposition. 
 
As they freely admit in their proposal discussion, this is just an attempt by the guide 
industry, on behalf of their non-resident hunters, to garner more drawing tags, and thus 
income, for their personal business enterprises. This is at the expense of the second 
degree of kindred relatives of Alaska residents. 
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Proposal #175                                Action: Support 
 
Description:  Open a no closed hunting season and no bag limit for Southcentral Region 
Units, for coyote. 
 
Discussion:   The Fairbanks AC vote was unanimous in support. 
 
We feel that it makes no difference whether a predator species is taken in the summer or 
winter, as far as the impact on the prey species—the result is reduced predation, and more 
caribou, moose, etc. for the residents of Alaska. 
 
Proposal #177                                    Action: Support 
 
Description: Convert the winter limited registration permit hunt for the Fortymile 
Caribou Herd to a winter “hot spot” permit hunt. 
 
Discussion: The Fairbanks AC vote on this proposal was unanimous in support. 
 
We feel that this is a good solution to the problem of overcrowding on this hunt, and 
allows some Alaskans the opportunity to take a caribou under optimal conditions. 
 
Proposal #178                                        Action:  Support 
 
Description: Authorize a predator control program in a small portion of Unit 1A. 
 
Discussion: The Fairbanks AC vote on this proposal was unanimous in support. 
 
We feel that the development of a predator control plan is a good first step in allowing 
more predators to be taken in this unit and thus provide more game to be taken by 
Alaskans, instead of predators. 
 
Proposal #179                                      Action:  Support 
 
Description: Authorize a predator control program in a portion of Unit 3. 
 
Discussion:  The Fairbanks AC vote on this proposal was unanimous in support. 
 
We feel that the development of a predator control plan for this unit is a good first step in 
allowing more predators to be taken in this unit and thus provide more game to be taken 
by Alaskans, instead of predators. 
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Fairbanks AC Comments on Southcentral Trapping Proposals 
 

 
Proposal #172                                  Action: Oppose 
 
Description: Prohibit the taking of wolves March through November in the Southcentral 
Region. 
 
Discussion: The Fairbanks AC vote on this proposal was unanimous. 
 
We are confident that the current seasons for the taking of wolves in the Southcentral 
Region are being managed on a sustained yield basis. 
 
 
Proposal  #173                                  Action: Oppose 
 
Description:  Prohibit snaring of bears in the Southcentral Region. 
 
Discussion: The Fairbanks AC vote on this proposal was unanimous.  
 
The proposer asks to restrict the act of snaring bears in all of this region, when current 
regulation already does not allow the take of bears with the use of a snare in most of the 
region. We support the Board’s actions on the snaring of bears in Unit 16, as the actions 
taken with the conservation of the resource in mind, as well as the safety of the public. 
 
 
Proposal #174                                 Action: Oppose 
 
Description:  Prohibit snaring of bears in the Southcentral Region 
 
Discussion: The Fairbanks AC vote on this proposal was unanimous. 
 
See comments for Proposal #173. 
 
 
Proposal #180                                 Action: Support 
 
Description: Clarify the regulation concerning the incidental take of moose, deer, or 
caribou using traps or snares. 
 
Discussion: The Fairbanks AC vote on this proposal was unanimous.  
 
Although supported by all, there was some discussion that although the moose, caribou, 
or deer managed to escape the trap or snare, a prudent trapper should still reconsider the 
placement of those devices if they caught those animals in the first place. 
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